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One  thousand-foi  i:-hundr  d-eighty-oni  Ara.y  chaplains  are  soon  to 
join  the  ranks  of  the  n  >n-.ployed.  That,  is,   '  t  ie  advocates  of  a 
civilian  chaplaincy  j;    heir  way.   ;      ••  i  :n  's    prolonged  involve- 
ment in  Vietnam  there     been  a  gathering  storm  over  the  constitutionality 
and  religious  relationships  in  the;- uniformed  chaplaincy.  A  review  of 
published  articles  about  the  chaplaincy  :  i  <   i     even  the  most  cursory 
readers  that  since  1970  he  chaplaincy  has  been  n  a  soci nl  stand-down. 
Articles  published  prioi  to  1970  are  favorable  to  the  status  quo,  but 
since  1970  show  a  negativism  unparalleled  in  American  history. 


Some  of  the  bas    concerns  of  the  chaplain's  role  and  relationships 
are:  who  should  pay  the  chaplain,  should  the  chr plain  wear  a  warrior's 
uniform,  should  the  cha]  I lin  be  part  of  the  power  hierachy,  and  should 
the  churchman,  be  subsei  L<  at  to  the  state?  All  of  the  present  concerns 
about  the  chaplaincy  arr  .summed  up  in  whether  or  lot  the  chaplaincy 
should  be  "civil ianized'    While  each  of  these  areas  are  important, 
the  scope  of  this  paper  'ill  deal  with  some  of  the  real  issues  that  over- 
lap and  grown  out  of  the  iasic  concerns. 

The  real  issues,  in  the  attempt  to  civil i  mize  the  chaplaincy, 
center  in  the  five  areas  of  Christian  ccnscience,  constitutionality, 
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vocational  integrity,  vocational  identity,  and  the  prophetic  ministry. 
Jt  can  easily  be  seen  ;  it  from  the  issues  involved  divergent  groups 
have  united  in  the  com  i  cause  of  suggesting  cringes  in  and  even  the 
abolition  of  the  milit:   ■■•  chaplaincy. 

The  issue  of  C"  istian  conscience  r«     t  lie  theological 

question,  "Can  a  Christ;  n  be  obedient  to  the  la/  of  love  and  serve  in 

a  military  establishment  "'  In  the  first  century  AD  the  early  church 

fathers  declared  that  a  Christian  could  not  .servo  as  a  soldier. 

A  soldier  of  th  civil  authority,  must  bo  taught:  not  to  kill 
men  and  to  refuse  \      do  so  if  he  is  comm.iiided,  and  to  refuse  to 
take  an  oath;  if  ho  s  unwilling  to  comply,  Je  must  be  rejected. 
A  military  cot  nande   .  .  .  must  resign  or  i>-  rejected.   If  a 
catechumen  or  a  believer  seeks  to  become  i  soldier,  they  must  be 
rejected,  for  they   ve  despised  God.2 

In  the  17th  cem   y  the  Baptists  who  sewed  in  England^  army 
were  the  source  of  vict(  r   during  some  of      id*s  most  turbulent 
years . 

Thus  it  was  thai   Imost  to  a  man  they  were}  supporters  of  the 
Parlimentary  cause,  u  Lch  was  the  cause  of  liberty,  r,  Ligious  as 
well  as  civil.   Lan   numbers  of  Baptists  took  service  in  the 
armies  of  Parlimont,   ome  of  whom  rose  to  a  high  rank,  and  wore 
much  trusted  by  the  I  >rd  Protector,  Cromwell.  ' 

The  christian's  i  volvr.ent  in  war  is  not  >.  recent  issue  nor 


2 

B.  S.  Easton,  Tv  Aportolic  Tradition  of  Hippol  yt  i>»  (Cambridget 
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one  chat  we  shall  solve  in  our  generation.  Ultimately  we  must  leave 
it  to  the  individual  i   science. 

The  champions  el  the  issue  of  constitutionality  range  from 
athei.st  Madeline  Murray  OMlare,  the  American  Ciul  Libert,  r  s  Union 
(ACLU),  to  Protes'      id  Other  Americans  (  iit<  i  for  the  reparation 
of  Church  and  Starr:  (POAU),  Stated  in  its  most  simple  form  the 
question  is,  "Is  the  military  chaplaincy  constitutional?"  The  answer 
can  logically  be  said  to  be  that  since  the  mil it  uy  chaplaincy  was 
established  in  1775  and  is  older  than  the  constitution  and  since  the 
constitution  did  not  abolish  the  already  existing  chaplaincy  as  a 
violator  of  the  constitution  and  the  first  amendment,  vro  may  then 
conclude  that  the  milita  y  chaplaincy  did  not  violate  the  constitution 
as  written  nnd  oretnally  ratified. 

There  are  those  i/ho  are  convinced  that  tie  chaplaincy  is  in 

direct  violation  of  the  constitution  because  the  chaplain,  when 

hired  by  the  government,  is  evaluated  by  the  government .   Randolph  N. 

Jcnakait  concludes, 

If  the  stated  purpose  of  the  chaplaincy  is  to  aid  the  free 
exercise  of  religion  of  the  other  military  p< rsonnel  the  government 
can  then  measure  how  well  the  chaplains  perform  their  religious 
duties.  Not  only  car  the  government  make  such  assossnonts,  it  is 
already  doing  so  in  the  promotion  system.  But  the  secular  state 
does  not  have  the  c  fceria  or  the  ability  to  make  much  measurements; 
indeed,  even  minimal  lotions  of  separation  of  church  £tnd  state 


George  H.  Will  urns,  "The  Chaplaincy  in  the  Armed  Forces  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Historical  and  Ecclesiastical  Perspective," 
in  Military  Chaplain:;  ed.  by  Harvey  Cox  (Mew  York  American  Report 
Press,  1971),  pp.  11-.'j8,  >assim. 


would  seem  to  requ  a  thai  the  <  Frain  from  passing 

judgment  on  a  clergj  nan's  perform 


The  American  C:  11  Li.' -rties  Union  lias  the  following  statement 

as  part  of  its  offical   uicy, 

The  union  does  rot  challenge  the  constitutionality  of  the 
chaplaincy  program  i:self  because  withe   Jt  servicemen  would 
be  deprived  o;:  faci  ities  for  constitutionally  protected  free 
exercise  of  their    i.gion.   It  is  only  the  elements  of  com- 
pulsion or  discrimi  lation  which  present  issues  of  civil  liberties 
concern.  6 

Robert  McAfee  trown  in  discussing  the  "Military  Chaplaincy  as 
Ministry"  says, 

The  issue  of  coi  titutinnality  would  eon  or,  in  any  event,  on 
the  proper  form  of   ministerial  preseno  ,  aid  it  would  bo 
quite  possible  for  the  courts  to  decide  that  the  present  form  is 
unconstitutional  wi  bout  invalidating  the  no.  d  for  the  church 
to  find  some  otl  er         hich  to  exercise  a  ministry  to  those 
in  the  armed  forces 

Is  the  chaplaii    ee  to  do  the  work  of  his  ministry  while  in 

the  pay  of  the  government?  The  chaplain  is  :  >mel imes  placed  in  the 

position  of  choice.  He   ist  choose  either  to  be  true  to  his  spiritual 

calling  or  subservient  fc  his  meal  ticket.  Succinctly  stated  by  W. 

Fred  Lamar  the  trauma  i"  that, 

Every  man  who  w<  Id  speak  and  be  heard  must  do  some 
obseiance  f~sicjfto  t  ie  institutions  of  society.  Similarly, 


r 

Randolph  N.  Jonakait,  "Is  the  Military  Chaplaincy  Constitutional?" 
in  Military  Chaplains,  ed.  Harvey  Cox  (New  York*  imerican  Report  Press, 
1971),  p.  137. 
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every  man  who  would  bo  true  to  what  he  has  to  say*  must  choose  to 
disregard  and  oven  .  ttack  those  social  attitudes  and  standards  which 
ho  sees  as  wrong." 

This  is  nor.  a  n  /  que?  tion.  A    <     mted  Amaziah  atout  the 

lack  of  integrity  towai   his  vocation  as  priesl   o  King  Jeroboam  II 

(Amos  7:lff).   Micaiah  ;   it.  898  B.  C.  was  imprisioned  because  he 

dared  give  a  negative  n  port  to  King  Ahab  during  a  period  of  national 

crisis. 

Can  a  chaplain  Lost  be  identified  vocationally  in  a  uniform 
with  rank  or  in  civilian  clothing,  totally  free  "rorn  the  military 
structure?  Of  course  eh  impions  have  aliened  themselves  on  oither  side. 
Subjective  arguments  a   possible  in  support  of  'orh  views.  Objective 
analysis  is  more  dil  'ic   t  to  obtain  and  1  am  m  ble  to  locate  anyone 
who  has  developed  a  wor  ble  Model  for  a  sociological  survey. 

One  view  can  be  :  con  in  the  question.;  of  a  seventeen-year-old 
soldier  recorded  in  his  airy, 

And  you?  You   s.'i  there  looking  at  me  and  I  see  a  man  that 

supposed  to  i  )  ;;■  Hod.  And  yet  I  see  he  wears  the  clothes  of 
a  master  war  machine.   I  see  a  man  that  has  so  many  miles  over 

him  I  begin  to  thin!  ,  is  ho  a  man  of  god  at  «-ll? 


On  the  other  hai   there  have  been  expressions  of  complete 
confidence  in  the  present  system.  Some  unmarried,  low-ranking  servicemen 


8W.  Frc-d  Lamar,  '  'ho  Should  Pay  the  Chaplains?"  Christian 
Herald,  July,  1970,  p.  i  [721. 

9 
Private  p         72. 
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have  accepted  the  chap'  in's  uniform  and  rank  ai    a  force  for  good. 
They  showed  fearful  coi  empt  that  they  would  lose  their  advocate  in 
the  resolving  of  their   litary-spiritual  conflicts.    Again  both 
views  are  subjective  .—  -I  must  be  considered  as  rich.   Con;;iier  the 
strong  subjective  plea  oL'  a  United  Church  of  Christ  task  force  con- 
sidering the  relevancy  of  the  chaplaincy, 


We  reject  as  fc '  lore  the  belief  that  ra  ik  is  not  a  real 
barrier  between  th   haplain  and  enlisted  persons  unless  the 
chaplain  make:;  Lt      In  the  military  caste  system  ran'--  is 
the  definitive  divid  r. ...In  additic  ,,  i'  ha;  never  been 
demonstrated  that  t?  ik  really  increases  the  ;ffectiveness  of 
the  chaplain  rainisti  .  We  conclude  that  rah.  is  a  hinderance 
to  be  overcome  rath  :  than  a  facilitator  of  'he  ministry  to 
military  personnel. 


Following  World  liar  II  chaplains  of  all  grades  were  forbidden 
to  wear  grade  insignia.  The  army  finally  abandoned  its  "no  insignia" 
ban  in  1926  because  it  was  found  that  the  practice  deprived  the 
chaplain  of  status  with  both  officer  and  enlisted  personnel  and  caused 
the  proper  utilization  oi  chaplains  to  be  both  urwieldly  and  ineffective. 
Again,  it  has  never  beep  shown  that  not  wearing  i ink  would  actually 


Interviews  of  a ecently  discharged  military  personnel  at 
Fort  Hamilton,  1973. 

11 

United  Church  'ask  Force,  Report  of  the  Task  Force,  Ministries 

to  Military  Personnel  C hi ladelphiatUnited  Church  Press,  1973),  p. 89. 

12 

Ray  A.  Appelquist,  ed.,  "Making  the  Present  Chaplaincy  More 

Fully  Civilian."  in  Arir.-I  Forces  Chaplainst  All  civilians''  (A 

Feasibility  Study).   Wash  ngton,  D.C.,  General  Commission  on  Chaplains 

and  Armed  Forces  Personnel,  The  Chaplain,  Vol.  29.  no.l,  1972. 


conceal  the  posi        status  of  the  indi  Ldu  1  chaplain. 


The  final  ■  the  chaplain  is  the  most  crucial  and  im  - 
portant  consideration  md  up  in  his  prophetic  ministry,  nan  the 
chaplain,  trith  the  pr<  military  sysl  \>  iring  the  uniform, 
holding  rank,  being  sul  to  a  comanding  i  fit  »r,  and  being  account- 
able to  military  law,  1>-  the  prophet  that  he  has  committed  himself 
to  God  to  be?  Since  n  idequate  sociological  st  idy  has  been  made, 
we  must  be  as  cbjeetiv.  is  possible  while  admitting  our  subjectivity. 

Solution?;  to  tl  trauma  of  the  p     '  ciaplaincy  have  centered 

in  the  areas  of  civilia  station  and  demilitariza  ion.  Little  con- 
sideration is  being  giv   by  1  1   denominate  >nal  •  ndorsing  agencies 

to  the  possibility  of  gc  ng  to  an  all-civil  im  c'  aplaincy.  Cost  is 

perhaps  the  overriding  ;  ctor.   One  attempt  to  budget  such  a  program 

1 3 
came  to  an  excess  of  $47  000  annually,  per  chaplain.    At  the  present 

it  appears  that  civil ianizat ion  of  the  chaplaincy  is  out  of  reach  for 

the  individual  denominations. 

The  other  possibility  is  more  easily  in  the  realm  of  reality. 
Demilitarization  can  be  the  first  step  in  correcting  some  of  the 
valid  charges  raised  in  both  the  basic  and  real  issues  presented  in 
this  paper.  Some  of  the  results  of  demilitarization  would  be  the  free- 
ing of  the  chaplain  for  a  more  prophetic  role.   [   is  suggested  that 
the  chaplain  have  total  I  eedom  to  speak  out  against  an  unjust  war, 
allow  the  denominational,  ndorsing  agency  to  share  in  the  evaluation 


13 
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of  its  own  chaplains,  and  allow  the  chaplain  freedom  to  exercise  his 
prophetic  role  without  oar  of  career  reprisal. 


When  it  comes  t<  cither  civilianizinr*  or  demilitarizing  the 
chaplaincy  I  aerec  wholly  with  W.  Fred  Lamar  who  says* 


I  have  he en  an  ; 
(church  supported) 
minister,  and  nm  no 
to  a  state  universit 

In  my  own  expe 
having  a  military  s 
life,  and  having  a  < 
which  wanted  mo  to  ! 

I  have  helped 
status  and  called  i 
while  in  the  army. 

In  both  places 
similar  doses  of  p; 
found  in  each  situ; 
take — or  as  I  was  v; 
prophetically  musl 
of  the  past. 14 


rtillery  officer,  military  chaplain,  civilian 
haplain  to  a  military  installation,  parish 
a  church- supported  chaplain — campus  minister — 

/•  •  •  •  : 

ence,  I  have  not  found  ;  ny  difference  between 
porior  who  expected  me  to  support  the  military 
ntrch  board  in  a  suburban  Alabama  community 
upport  its  belief .  -  .  . 

ung  soldiers  apply  for  Conscientious  Objector 
::o  question  the  military-industrial  alliance 

have  survived.   In  both  places  1  have  taken 

>  and  criticism  for  my  stands.   I  have 
' on  rs  much  freedom  ts  T  had  the  courage  to 
linp,  to  pay  for.  Those  who  wish  to  speak 
:pect  the  treatment  accorded  to  the  prophets 


Until  such  soci  logical  studies  are  cond  icted  that  can 
confirm  or  deny  tl       s  and  the  solutions,  wo  must  continue  to 
commission  men  of  good  I  ith  and  calling,  giving  them  the  necessary 
freedom  in  which  to  mini  ter  to  servicemen  and  women  of  our  military 
complex. 


14 

W.   Fred  Lamar,   "Wh     Should  Pay  the  Chaplains?"  Chrh-H an Herald, 

July,   1970,   p.   WT/21-22. 
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